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; REMA RKS 

i Hackjjroiind 

Clni ms 1 -42 were pending in ihe application at tlic lime oflhe Ofllcc Action. Chums 2, 4, 5, 
26, 28, and 29 were ivjcc(cd as fniliiig to comply with the enablement requirement. Claims 5 mid 29 
were rcjcctcxi as being indcllnito. Claims 1 -42 were rejected under the docLrine of obvioiisncss-lype 

' donhlo patenting. The Office Action stated thai claims 1 -42 would be allowable ifclaims 2, 4» 5, 26, 
28, ond 29 were amended to overcome the above rejections and a terminal disclaimer was submitted 
to overcome the double patenting rejection. Applicant has amended claims 5 and 29 herein. As 
such, cliiims 1-42 nrc presented for the Examiner's consideration in light of the following remarks. 

: B. Proposed Claim AmendQientg 

Ai)plicant has amended clainis 5 and 29 to further clarify the invention, hi view of this, 
op))licant submits that the amendments to the claims do not introduce new matter and entry thcnjof is 
respectliflly requested. 

j C. Rcjoction oil tlu^Meritg 

IniLially^ Aptiliciint would like to thank the lixaminer for the telephone interview conducted 

on 7 December 2005. During the interview, the enablement rejections were discussed. After being 
: pointed lo specific portions olHhc application, the Examiner acknowledged that the elements of 

cUiio):^ 2, 4, 26, and 28 were disclosed in sufficient detail as to be enabling. The discussioji below 

rellccts this discussion. 
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i. Ktiablemcni 

Pages 2^4 ofthe ( Xlicc Action rcycct claims 2, 4, 5, 26, 28, and 29 under 35 USC § 1 1 2, firsl * 
parat^i-fiph, lor fuiljiiy: lo comply vj]ih the enablement requirement. 

In rejecting chiirns 2 and 26 the Office Action asserts that 'Ihe specification fails to leach a 
liihe within a lube extending" trom the rotational axis of claim 2 or the tubular member of claim 26 
^'toward the peripheral wall;* A pplicajit respect I iiliy disagrees. Claims 2 and 26 depend from claims 
1 ond 23, rcs|occtivcly. 1 he specification discloses an extraction tube 410 which "is iluid couplctl 
widi and radially outwardly projects from each channel 346 of manifold 336." Application 
Spccincaiion II [0 1 52 1. As shown in Figure 22, extraction tube 410 extends toward the peripheral 
woll As shown in P'igure 23, each extraction lube 4 1 0 has an outer tube 4 1 2 with an inner tube 420 
*^[dJi*jposed within outer lube 412." Application Specification ^ [0152], See also H [0)77] and 
lMt',ure 27. Thus, tlie specification clearly teaches first and second tubes extending from toward the 
rotational axis [claim 1] or from the tubular member [claim 23] to toward the peripheral wall, 
^'wherein one of the first lube and the second tube is disposed within the other " as recited in claims 2 
and 26. 

In rejectinji claims 4 und 28 the OflTce Action asserts that "ihc specification fails to leach ' 
inlepjally fonncd tubas extendijig" from the rotational axis ofclaim 4 or the tubular member of claim 
28 *^loward the peripheral walL" Applicant rcsi^clfuUy disagrees. Claims 4 and 28 depend from 
claims I and 23, respectively. As shown in Figure 28, tlic specification discloses an"[c]xiraction ' 
tube 530 [thulj comprises an integral tube 532 that bounds a supply duct 534 and an adjacently 
diKj7osed removal duet 536.'^ Application Specification T| [0179]. Thus, the specification clcariy 
teaches first and second lubes extending from toward the rotational axis [claim 1 ] or from the tubular ' 
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nicinlxT Iclaim 23] lo lowai-d the iK riplieral wall, "wherein the first lube and the second lube are 
intc{>nilly formcil," as recited in claims 4 and 28. 

in rcjccdng claims 5 find 29 the Office Action asserts that "die specificalion foils lo lench a 
lube aligned wilh and cxlending from ihe rotalional axis toward tlie periplieral wall." Applicant hits 
rifncndcd claims 5 and 29 lo clarify lhal "the llrsl tubcdefincs and extends along a longitudinal axis, 
and ttic longitudinal axis of ihc first mbe intersects the rotalional axis." l"his is clearly shown in at 
Icasit riyurc 22 of the specification. 

il> iwdcflniU'nm 

Page 4 of the Onice Action rejects claims 5 and 29 under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, 
:i<5 bcini'. indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter. 
Specifically, the Office Action asserts ihat clairns 5 and 29 are vague and indefinite as lo "how the 
lirst lube can extend" from llic rotalional axi.<5 of claim 5 or Uie tubular member of claim 29 "to the 
peripheral wall and also be aligned wilh the rotational axis." Applicant lias amended claims 5 and 29 
herein lo clarify (hat "the first lube defines and extends along a longiluditial axis, and the 
longitudinal axis of the first tube intersect."? the rotalional axis.'' Thus, Appliciuit a-sscris that 
antendtxl claim.s 5 and 29 are not ir»dclliiito. As such. Applicant resijeclfully requests lhat the 
indefinitencs.s rejection of clainw 5 and 29 be withdrawn. 

Hi. DouMc J^Keiitinjff 

Pages 5-9 of the Office Action rejects claims 1-42 under ihc judicially created doctrine of 
obvioiisness-ly|>c double patenting in view of claims 1-4, 6. 7, 9-13, and 16-20 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,346,069. In response thereto, enclosed plon.sc find a terminal disclaimer lhat disclaims the term of 
any patent that i.<5.suos from the presont application thai extcjids beyond die terra of U.S. Patent No. 
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6,346,069, fn view of lha lermiral discUiimcr, Applicant requests that the obviousncss-typc double 
puLMiling rojcclion be withdrawn. 

iv. Allowahltf Subject Mntlcr 

l>aj>cs 9^1 1 oflhc Oriicc. Aclion assert ihol claims 1-42 would be allowable if the rcjcclions 
discussed above were ovCTcomo. AppIicaiU siibmils that since the rejections have been overcome 
licrein, claims 1-42 arc now in condition for allowance. 

No oilier objections or rejections were cited in the Office Action. 

<i>nclusiou 

In view of the foreyoing, applicant respectfully requests the Exajniner's recon.sideration and 
al|ow;uice of claims 1-42 as omejidcd and presented herein. 

In the event there remains any impediment to allowance of the claims which could be 
clariljcd in a telephonic interview, the HKomincr is respectfully requested to initiate such an 
iiilervicw with ihc undersigned. 

Dated this 1 9*^' day of December 2005. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No, 37,246 
Customer No. 022913 



Telephone No. 801 .533.9800 



J)LT:saw.drw 
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